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FDP-C-448-8 - KIT{GSTOTdIIE LTUTTED PARTNERSHIP

Decision Only During Corunission l{atters

Corunissioner Sell: Hr. Chair:nan, on Oetobec 2L, 1988, the planning Conunissionheld a public hearing on Final Development Plan c-448-8 for a portioa of
Section L2 of Kingstorrte. At that time, we had a staff reconunlndation fordenial and the Corunission deferred decision pending a resolution of two
outstanding issues. Those issues were, a discrepancy between the limits ofclearing and grading shown on the submitted FDP and the site plan being
concurrently processed with the FDp, and also the location of some
recrestional facilities within the powerline easement. I miEht add -- pointout' that si.nce that time the final development plan for this portion of
section 12 has undergone and been accepted by the Geotechnical Review Board.In Lee Dlstrict rhen werre deallng with Soil problems, we like to get the
Geotechnical Revier Board Report prlor to approval of rezonings or final
development plans. A steff report addendum was dlstributed last ni6,ht. Ttrestaff is now recormpndlng approval of thls cese, subject to some 

"onditions,some three condltlons in ettechsnent 6. !tr. Brehem is here from the staff, andI wonder if he,d like to have anything he'd like to add.

Ur. Brshan: lVo, sir, !tr. Setl.

corrnissloner seII: staff ls satisfied that the limits of grading and clearing
shown on the FDP now ere in confotrnance; lt has been throutt tne geotechnLcal
revi-ew. Itre issue of the tot lot and the multi-use court in the virginia
Power trangmisslon llne right-of-way wBs an issue that was raised by the park
Authority. I asked for additional infonnation about that problem that they
heue with locatlng those recreetlon faclllttes wlthln the powerllne 

"""g6,,"irt,and got e rather lengthy report back from both the park Authority and thestaff- And frankly, efter readlng it, don't knor a wtlole lot more or com6 to
eny more conclusion then I had in the begtnnlng, w?rlch really was -- there was
no evLdence on either side to really -- there wasn't strong enough evLrtence to
convince me that these facllitles should bE totslty moved. So, whet I'm goLngto do, there is a report out in Ner York that talks about the possibility of
problems wlth young chlldren under transml.sslon lines end them-belng ocposedto rediet'ion for long perlods of tfune. r don't think thatis golng to treppenhere, but in order to be safe, and make sure, re're going to nrove the tot lotout of the -- from underneath the transmission line either into thls sectlonof, of -- Sectlon 12 of Ktngstowne, that's before us, or as part of theoverall Section 12 when thet final development plan comes forward. so I thlnk
we've got everything squared away in this case, Mr. Chairman, so I would uovE
THAT THE PLAIINII{G COIIHISSIOU APPBOVE FDP-C-448-8, SUBJECT tO THE DEVELOPI{EUI
CONDITIONS IN ATTACHUEtrT 6 OF THE STAFE ADDET{DT'}I. I WOULD UAKE SOIIE CHAilGES,I seid three condltlons, there are two. olre was rether lengthy and it ras
long enough to be two but it isn't. There are two conditions and I WOULD
CHANGE #2 TO READ: "THE TOT LOT SHOTCU OT{ THE FDP SHALL BE RELOCATED TO
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AIIOIHER LOCATION, NOT DIRECTLy UNDER THE POWERLINE. THE NELI LOCATIOU llAY BE
IIIITHIN THE PORTION OF SECTION 12 t,HfCH IS NOT INCLUDED IN THIS FINAL
DEVELOPIIENT PI.AN. IF THAT IS THE CASE, THE LOCATION OF THE TOT LOT SHALL BE
SPECIFIED PRIOR TO THE APPROVAL OF THE FIIIAL DEVELOPI{ENT PLAN FOR THE SECOND
PORTION OF SECTTON 12. TO FURTHER INSURE THAT THE TOT LOT rS PROVIDED, IT
SHALL BE BONDED AS PART OF THE BOND AGREEI{EIIT FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE AREA
INCLUDED IlI THIS FINAL DEVELOPI{ENT PT.AN. ALL RECREATIOIIAL FACILITIES SI{AI.L BE
CONSTRUCTED IN ACCORDANCE TdITH THE PROVISIONS OF THE PUBLIC T'ACILITIES I{AITI.IAL
UIILESS SPECIFICALLI WAMD OR I{ODIFIED BY FAIREAX COINTY." And that is my
flrst motion, llr. Chakman.

Corunissloner Murphy: Second.

Chairmen Lilly: Seconded by Hr. lturphy. Discussion of the motion? Is this
the one I had the note that nould just take only a minute?

Conunissioner SeIl: You timlng me?

chairman Lllry: Yes. rf not, arl thoss in favor of the motion say aye.

Comnissloners: Aye.

Chairman Lilly: Opposed? The motion carries. t{r. Sell.

Gormissloner SelI: !tr. clrsinran, I also ttovE THAT THE pLAI[ilINc coul{Isslotr
REATFIR!! THE PREVIOUSLY APPROVED tiIAMR OF TtlE 600-FOOT LIUITATIOT{ OF TIIE
LET{GTH OF PRIVATE STREETS.

Cormissloner UUE?hy: Second.

Conurissloner Byers: Second.

Ghelrrnan L111y: seconded by ur. tluryhy end !lr. Byers. AIl those in favor of
that motlon say aye.

Corunisglonersi Aye.

Chainnan Lilly: Opposed? The motion carries. l{r. Sell.

COTTTTTiSSIONET SEII: T EISO }IOVE THAT THE PTJIIININC COUI{ISSIOU DIRECT THE
DIRECTOR OF DE}I TO I{ODIFY THE TRASSIIIOT{AL SCREENING YARD AITD BARRItsR
REQUIRM{EUTS ALOT{G THE LINCOLI{ HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION II{ ACCORDA}ICE WITH THE
PROPOSED DEVELOPUENT COIIDITIONS CONTAINED IN ATTACHUENT 6 OF THIS REPORT.

Comnissioner lfurphy: Second.

Cheirman Lllly: seconded by ur. lturphy. All those in favor of that motlon
sey 8ye.
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Conurrissloners: Aye.

CheiEman Lltlyl Opposed? The motlon carrles. Ur. s€Il.
comnissloner sell: And, Mr. chah"man, one flnel motLon, sHouLD rr BE
IIECESSARY IO -- fO BECOIIE UECESSARY lrllEtr Wts IIOVE THE TOf LOT, we don,t hEve it
fiNAIlY PIACEd YEt, THAT THE DIRECTOR OT DE}I BE AUTHORIZED TO WAIVE THE
HT'I{DRED FOOI LI}fiTATIOU FROU DIdELLIT{G T'NIT FOR LOCATIOU OF THE TOT LOT.

Conunissioner ltuE?hy: Second.

Cheirman Lllly: Seconded by l{r. llurphy. AIl those in favor of thet motion
ssy aye.

Conunissloners: Aye.

Chair:nen Lllly: Opposed? The motlon cerries. Anyone else?

/t

(Ttre motions pessed unenimously wlth cormnissLoner Thlllnrann absent froo the
meeting. )

sLs


